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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . This office action is in response to the communication dated 6/4/07 with the 
amendments to claims 1-54 and the addition of claims 55-56. 

2. Claims 1-56 are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-54 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 1-2, 4-5, 27, 34-35, 43, 49, 51 and 55-56 are rejected under 35 

U.S.C. 102(e) as anticipated by or, in the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious 
over Bolosky et al. (7,043,637). 
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a) As to claim 1 , Bolosky discloses a method comprising steps of generating 
a second set of data (e.g. hash value) representative of a first set of data (i.e. data file, 
Bolosky: col. 5, lines 39-42). A hash function is known in the art as a reproducible 
method of turning some kind of data into a (relatively) small number that may serve as a 
digital representative of the data. Bolosky also discloses encrypting the first set of data 
using the second set of data (i.e. encrypting the file using the hash value as the key, 
Bolosky: col. 5, lines 42-44). 

b) As to claim 2, Bolosky discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the 
encrypting the first set of data comprises performing a symmetric key based encryption 
algorithm (i.e. the same key is used for encryption and decryption, a symmetric cipher) 
between the first set of data and the second set of data (Bolosky: col. 5, lines 42-43). 

c) As to claim 4, Bolosky discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the 
encrypting the first set of data comprises encrypting digital data (i.e. data file, Bolosky: 
col. 3, lines 32-37). 

d) As to claim 5, Bolosky discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the 
generating the second set of data comprises generating a reduced version of the first 
set of data (i.e. hash value is the reduced version, Bolosky: col. 5, lines 39-42). 

e) As to claim 27, Bolosky discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the 
encrypting the first set of data comprises encrypting one of a digital photograph, a 
picture or a text document, an audio file or multimedia message (i.e. data file, Bolosky: 
col. 3, lines 32-37). 
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f) As to claim 34, this claim is directed to a system implementation of the 
method of claim 1 , therefore it is rejected by a similar rationale applied against claim 1 
above. 

g) As to claim 35, this claim is directed to a system implementation of the 
method of claim 2, therefore it is rejected by a similar rationale applied against claim 2 
above. 

h) As to claim 43, Bolosky discloses the system of claim 34, further 
comprising decrypting means for decrypting the encrypted first set of data using the 
second set of data (i.e. using the second set of data as a symmetric key, therefore the 
same key is used for both encryption and decryption, Bolosky: col. 5, lines 42-44). 

i) As to claim 49, Bolosky discloses the system of claim 34, wherein the first 
set of data comprises one of a digital photograph, a picture or a text document, an audio 
file or multimedia message (i.e. data file, Bolosky: col. 3, lines 32-37). 

j) As to claim 51 , Bolosky discloses the system of claim 34, wherein the 
system comprises a single entity (Bolosky: Fig. 3). 

k) As to claim 55, this claim is similar to claim 34 and is rejected by a similar 
rationale applied against claim 34. 

I) As to claim 56, Bolosky discloses a system comprises a single entity 
(Bolosky: Fig. 3). 



Application/Control Number: 10/619,176 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2137 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 3 and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bolosky et al. (7,043,637) in view of Schneier (Applied Cryptography). 

a) As to claim 3, Bolosky discloses a method as claimed in claim 1 , however 
it is silent on the capability of the first set of data is encrypted by performing an 
exclusive OR operation between the first set of data and the second set of data. 
Schneier is relied on for the teaching of the first set of data is encrypted by performing 
an exclusive OR operation between the first set of data and the second set of data (i.e. 
the plaintext is being XORed with a keyword to generate the ciphertext, Schneier: page 
14). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to employ the use of the first set of data is encrypted by performing an 
exclusive OR operation between the first set of data and the second set of data in the 
system of Bolosky, as Schneier teaches, so as to provide another way of encrypting 
data. 

b) As to claim 36, this claim is directed to a system implementation of the 
method of claim 3, therefore it is rejected by a similar rationale applied against claim 3 
above. 
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8. Claims 6-7, 9-11, 16, 18-19, 21-24, 26, 29-30, 37-38, 40 and 46 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bolosky et al. (7,043,637) in view of 
Suzuki etal. (6,704,119). 

a) As to claim 6, Bolosky discloses the method of claim 1 , however it is silent 
on the capability of having an encrypted first set of data is stored at a first node. Suzuki 
is relied on for the teaching of having an encrypted first set of data (i.e. first set of data 
is generated by multi-function peripheral (MFP) (see Suzuki: Fig. 1, element 11; col. 4, 
lines 59-61; col. 5, lines 27-28) is stored at a first node (e.g. server, see Suzuki: col. 6, 
lines 48-50; col. 12, lines 36-39). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to employ the use of having an encrypted first set of 
data is stored at a first node in the system of Bolosky, as Suzuki teaches, so as to store 
and archive file data (Suzuki: col. 1, lines 15-22). 

b) As to claim 7, the combination of Bolosky and Suzuki discloses the 
method of claim 6, further comprising the step of storing the second set of data in a 
memory of a second node (i.e. storing in a computer, Bolosky: Fig. 2, element 226). 

c) As to claim 9, the combination of Bolosky and Suzuki discloses the 
method of claim 6, further comprising the steps of transmitting the encrypted first set of 
data from the second node (e.g. MFP) to the first node (e.g. server, Suzuki: col. 12, 
lines 36-39). 

d) As to claim 10, the combination of Bolosky and Suzuki discloses the 
method of claim 6, further comprising the step of storing the encrypted first set of data at 
a location on said first node (Suzuki: col. 9, lines 1-5). 
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e) As to claim 1 1 , the combination of Bolosky and Suzuki discloses the 
method of claim 6, further comprising the step of transmitting address information of a 
location at .which the first set of data is stored from the first node to said second node 
(i.e. location specified in additional data is supplied in the transmission instruction 
indicates location address is provided and now being used to access data in the server, 
Suzuki, col. 6, lines 23-30). 

f) As to claim 16, the combination of Bolosky and Suzuki discloses the 
method of claim 6, further comprising the step of decrypting the encrypted first set of 
data using the second set of data (i.e. using the second set of data as a symmetric key, 
therefore the same key is used for both encryption and decryption, Bolosky: col. 5, lines 
42-44). 

g) As to claim 18, the combination of Bolosky and Suzuki discloses the 
method of claim 6, further comprising transmitting a request to download the encrypted 
first set of data to the address of a location at which the encrypted first set of data is 
stored (i.e. document data is encrypted in the image processing unit of MFP 11, then is 
transmitted and stored in server 12, Suzuki: col. 12. lines 36-39; encrypted document 
data is transmitted to MFP 1 1 , Suzuki: col. 6, lines 48-50) and decrypting the encrypted 
first set of data (i.e. encrypting/decrypting process using the same key, Bolosky: col. 5, 
lines 42-43) 

h) As to claim 19, the combination of Bolosky and Suzuki discloses the 
method of claim 6, further comprising and downloading the encrypted first set of data 
from the first node to the second node (encrypted document data is transmitted to MFP 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/61 9, 1 76 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2137 

1 1 , Suzuki: col. 6, lines 48-50) and decrypting the encrypted first set of data (i.e. 
encrypting/decrypting process using the same key, Bolosky: col. 5, lines 42-43). 

i) As to claim 21 , the combination of Bolosky and Suzuki discloses the 
method of claim 6, wherein the second set of data is generated at a second node (i.e. 
checksum is generated in a computer, Bolosky: Fig. 2, element 226). 

j) As to claim 22, the combination of Bolosky and Suzuki discloses the 
method of claim 6, wherein the first set of data is encrypted at the second node (i.e. the 
software program is encrypted in a computer, Bolosky: Fig. 2, element 224). 

k) As to claim 23, the combination of Bolosky and Suzuki discloses the 
method of claim 6, wherein the first node comprises a first network archive server (e.g. 
server 12, Suzuki: col. 6, lines 31-40, lines 48-57). 

I) As to claim 24, the combination of Bolosky and Suzuki discloses the 
method of claim 7, wherein the second node comprises a piece of user equipment (i.e. 
computer, Bolosky: Fig. 1, element 108). 

m) As to claim 26, the combination of Bolosky and Suzuki discloses the 
method of claim 24, wherein the user equipment comprises one of a mobile station, a 
digital camera, a personal digital assistant or a personal computer (i.e. computer, 
Fronberg: Fig. 1, element 108). 

n) As to claim 29, the combination of Bolosky and Suzuki discloses the 
method of claim 7, further comprising creating the first set of data by the second node 

( 

(i.e. data file, Bolosky: col. 4, lines 36-38). 
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o) As to claim 30, the combination of Bolosky and Suzuki discloses the 
method of claim 7, further comprising receiving the first set of data at the second node 
from a third party (e.g. PC 14, Suzuki: col. 6, lines 6-8). 

p) As to claim 37, this claim is directed to a system implementation of the 
method of claim 6, therefore it is rejected by a similar rationale applied against claim 6 
above. 

q) As to claim 38, the combination of Bolosky and Schneier discloses the 
method of claim 37, further comprising a second node comprising storage means 
configured to store the second set of data (i.e. storing in a computer, Bolosky: Fig. 2, 
element 220). 

r) As to claim 40, the combination of Bolosky and Schneier discloses the 
method of claim 38, wherein the second node further comprises the encrypting means 
(Bolosky: Fig. 2, element 224). 

s) As to claim 46, the combination of Bolosky and Suzuki discloses the 
system of claim 38, wherein the second node comprises a piece of user equipment (i.e. 
computer, Bolosky: Fig. 1, element 108). 

9. Claims 8, 12-15, 20, 25, 39 and 52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bolosky et al. (7,043,637) in view of Suzuki et al. (6,704,1 19) and 
further in view of Marvit et al. (6,625,734). 

a) As to claim 8, the combination of Bolosky and Suzuki discloses the 
method of claim 7, however it is silent of the capability of storing the second set of data 
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at a third node. Marvit is relied on for the teaching of storing the second set of data (e.g. 
unique key associated with message ID) at a third node (e.g. key repository) (i.e. storing 
key in the key repository, Marvit: col. 4, lines 41-43). It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to employ the use of storing the 
second set of data at a third node in the system of Bolosky and Suzuki, as Marvit 
teaches, so as to securely and effectively control and track access to data (Marvit: col. 
3, lines 60-61). 

b) As to claim 12, the combination of Bolosky and Suzuki discloses the 
method of claim 1 1 , however it is silent on the capability of the transmitting the address 
information comprises transmitting a uniform resource locator. Marvit is relied on for the 
teaching of the transmitting the address information comprises transmitting a uniform 
resource locator (i.e. the recipient is provided with a message's URL that specifies the 
location of the message, Marvit: col. 19, lines 55-59). It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to employ the use of the 
transmitting the address information comprises transmitting a uniform resource locator 
in the system of Bolosky and Suzuki, as Marvit teaches, so as to control and track 
access to data on communication network (Marvit: col. 2, lines 1-5). 

c) As to claim 13, the combination of Bolosky, Suzuki and Marvit discloses 
the method of claim 8, further comprising the step of storing the second set of data at a 
location on said third node (i.e. storing the second set of data at a specific location on 
the key repository, Marvit: Fig. 2, element 204). 
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d) As to claim 14, the combination of Bolosky, Suzuki and Marvit discloses 
the method of claim 13, further comprising the step of transmitting address information 
of the location at which the second set of data is stored from said third node to said 
second node (i.e. the combination of Bolosky and Suzuki teaches transmitting address 
information of a location at which the first set of data is stored from the first node to said 
second node (i.e. location specified in additional data is supplied in the transmission 
instruction indicates location address is provided and now being used to access data in 
the server, Suzuki, col. 6, lines 23-30), this concept can be implemented for transmitting 
address information of the location at which the second set of data is stored from said 
third node to said second node as it is done with the first set of data). 

e) As to claim 15, the combination of Bolosky, Suzuki and Marvit discloses 
the method of claim 14, wherein the transmitting the address information comprises 
transmitting a uniform resource locator. Marvit teaches the transmitting the address 
information comprises transmitting a uniform resource locator (i.e. the recipient is 
provided with a message's URL that specifies the location of the message, Marvit: col. 
19, lines 55-59, this concept can be implemented to provide the address information at 
which the second set of data is stored is a URL as it is done with the first set of data). 

f) As to claim 20, the combination of Bolosky and Suzuki discloses the 
method of claim 19, further comprising decrypting the encrypted first set of data (i.e. 
encrypting/decrypting process using the same key, Bolosky: col. 5, lines 42-44), 
however it is silent on the capability of downloading the second set of data from the third 
node to the second node. Marvit is relied on for the teaching of downloading the second 
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set of data from the third node to the second node (i.e. downloading key from key 
repository, Marvit: col. 3, lines 52-55). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to employ the use of downloading the second 
set of data from the third node to the second node in the system of Bolosky and Suzuki, 
as Marvit teaches, so as to be able to access to the protected data (Marvit: col. 3, lines 
48-50). 

g) As to claim 25, the combination of Bolosky, Suzuki and Marvit discloses 
the method of claim 8, wherein the storing at the third node comprises storing at a 
second network archive server (e.g. key repository, Marvit: Fig. 2, element 106). 

h) As to claim 39, this claim is directed to a system implementation of the 
method of claim 8, therefore it is rejected by a similar rationale applied against claim 8 
above. 

i) As to claim 52, the combination of Bolosky and Suzuki discloses the 
system of claim 37, however it is silent on the capability of having a deletion unit 
configured to delete the encrypted first set of data from the first node after the encrypted 
first set of data has been downloaded. Marvit is relied on for the teaching of having a 
deletion unit configured to delete the encrypted first set of data from the first node after 
the encrypted first set of data has been downloaded (i.e. deletion message from 
specified location after message has been retrieved from the specified location, Marvit: 
col. 18, lines 42-45). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to employ the use of having a deletion unit configured to delete the 
encrypted first set of data from the first node after the encrypted first set of data has 
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been downloaded in the system of Bolosky and Suzuki, as Marvit teaches, so as to 
control storing and archiving processed data. 

10. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bolosky 
et al. (7,043,637) in view of Suzuki et al. (6,704,1 19) and further in view of Schneier 
((Applied Cryptography). 

The combination of Bolosky and Suzuki discloses the method of claim 6, 
however it is silent on the capability of decrypting the encrypted first set of data by 
performing an exclusive OR operation between the encrypted first set of data and the 
second set of data. Schneier is relied on for the teaching of decrypting the encrypted 
first set of data by performing an exclusive OR operation between the encrypted first set 
of data and the second set of data (i.e. the ciphertext is being XORed with a keyword to 
generate the plaintext, Schneier: page 14). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to employ the use of the first set of 
data is encrypted by performing an exclusive OR operation between the first set of data 
and the second set of data in the system of Bolosky and Suzuki, as Schneier teaches, 
so as to provide another way of decrypting data. 

11. Claims 28 and 50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Bolosky et al. (7,043,637) in view of Bloomberg (5,765,176). 

a) As to claim 28, Bolosky discloses the method of claim 1 , however he is 
silent on the capability of having the generating the second set of data comprises 
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generating one of a thumbnail image, an extract from an audio file or a picture of a 
multimedia message. Bloomberg is relied on for the teaching of the second set of data 
comprises one of a thumbnail image, an extract from an audio file or a picture of a 
multimedia message (i.e. an icon image or thumbnail image represents larger 
document, Bloomberg: col. 1, lines 28-51). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to employ the use of having the 
generating the second set of data comprises generating one of a thumbnail image, an 
extract from an audio file or a picture of a multimedia message in the system of Bolosky, 
as Bloomberg teaches, so as to perform document image management tasks related to 
the text image (Bloomberg: col. 1, lines 25-27). 

b) As to claim 50, this claim is directed to a system implementation of the 
method of claim 28, therefore it is rejected by a similar rationale applied against claim 
28 above. 

12. Claim 31 is rejected under 35 U:S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bolosky 
et al. (7,043,637) in view of Suzuki et al. (6,704,119) and further in view of Wang et al 
(6,173,406). 

The combination of Bolosky and Suzuki discloses the method of claim 7, 
however it is silent on the capability of sending address information of a location at 
which the encrypted first set of data is stored, and the second set of data to a third 
party. Wang is relied on for the teaching of sending the address information of a location 
at which the encrypted first set of data is stored, and the second set of data (e.g. 
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password) are sent to a third party (e.g. video server) (i.e. user provides specified URL, 
where URL links to a selected multimedia content, and password to the video server, 
Wang: col. 5, lines 20-65). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to employ the use of sending the address information of a 
location at which the encrypted first set of data is stored, and the second set of data to a 
third party in the system of Bolosky and Suzuki, as Wang teaches so as to control 
content presentation and reproduction by unauthorized and unauthenticated users of 
media content distributed over networks (Wang: col. 1 , lines 35-38). 

13. Claim 32-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bolosky et al. (7,043,637) in view of Suzuki et al. (6,704,1 19) and further in view of Sull 
etal. (2002/0069218). 

a) As to claim 32, the combination of Bolosky and Suzuki discloses the 
method of claim 1 1 , however it is silent on the capability of storing the address 
information of the location at which the encrypted first set of data is stored, in the 
second set of data as a watermark. Sull is relied on for the teaching of storing the 
address information of the location at which the encrypted first set of data is stored, in 
the second set of data as a watermark (i.e. URL can be encoded into a thumbnail image 
and the image encoded with the texts can be used in watermarking technology, Sull: 
paragraph 0265). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to employ the use of having the address information of the location 
at which the encrypted first set of data is stored, is stored in the second set of data as a 
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watermark in the system of Bolosky and Suzuki, as Sull teaches so as to facilitate 
storing, searching and retrieving the multimedia information (Sull: paragraph 0002). 

b) As to claim 33, the combination of Bolosky and Suzuki discloses the 
method of claim 1 1 , however it is silent on the capability of the transmitting the address 
information comprises transmitting address information derivable from the second set of 
data. Sull is relied on for the teaching of the transmitting the address information 
comprises transmitting address information derivable from the second set of data (i.e. 
URL of a video file can be encoded into a thumbnail image, therefore URL can be 
derivable from the thumbnail image, Sull: paragraph 0265)). It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to employ the use of the 
transmitting the address information comprises transmitting address information 
derivable from the second set of data in the system of Bolosky and Suzuki, as Sull 
teaches, so as to retrieve multimedia data using its location identification data encoded 
in thumbnail image. 

14. Claims 41-42, 44-45 and 47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bolosky et al. (7,043,637) in view of Schneier (Applied Cryptography) 
and in view of Suzuki et al. (6,704,119). 

a) As to claim 41 , the combination of Bolosky and Schneier discloses the 
system of claim 38, however it is silent on the capability of having the second node 
further comprises a transmitting unit configured to transmit the encrypted first set of data 
to the first node. Suzuki is relied on for the teaching of having the second node (e.g. 
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MFP) further comprises a transmitting unit configured to transmit the encrypted first set 
of data to the first node (e.g. server) (see Suzuki: col. 12, lines 36-39). It would have . 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to employ the 
use of having the second node further comprises a transmitting unit configured to 
transmit the encrypted first set of data to the first node in the system of Bolosky and 
Schneier, as Suzuki teaches, so as to store and archive file data (Suzuki: col. 1, lines 
15-22). 

b) As to claim 42, the combination of Bolosky and Schneier discloses the 
system of claim 38, however it is silent on the capability of having the second node 
further comprises a capturing unit to capture the first set of data. Suzuki is relied on for 
the teaching of having the second node (e.g. MFP) further comprises a capturing means 
to capture the first set of data (i.e. MFP 1 1 can be used as a copy machine, a facsimile 
machine, a printer and a scanner, any of those devices can capture the first set of data, 
see Suzuki: col. 5, lines 27-28). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to employ the use of having the second node further 
comprises a capturing unit to capture the first set of data in the system of Bolosky and 
Schneier, as Suzuki teaches, so as to collect and process captured data (Suzuki: col. 1, 
lines 15-22). 

c) As to claim 44, the combination of Bolosky, Schneier and Suzuki discloses 
the system of claim 43, wherein the decrypting unit is configured to decrypt the 
encrypted first set of data by performing an exclusive OR operation between the 
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encrypted first set of data and the second set of data (i.e. the ciphertext is being XORed 
with a keyword to generate the plaintext, Schneier: page 14). 

d) As to claim 45, the combination of Bolosky and Schneier discloses the 
system of claim 37, however it is silent on having the first node comprises a first 
network archive server. Suzuki is relied on for the teaching of having the first node 
comprises a first network archive server (e.g. server 12, Suzuki: col. 6, lines 31-40, lines 
48-57). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to employ the use of having the first node comprises a first network archive 
server in the system of Bolosky and Schneier, as Suzuki teaches, so as to store and 
archive file data (see Suzuki: col. 1, lines 15-22). 

e) As to claim 47, the combination of Bolosky, Schneier and Suzuki discloses 
the system of claim 46, wherein the user equipment comprises one of a mobile station, 
a digital camera, a personal digital assistant or a personal computer (i.e. computer, 
Bolosky: Fig. 1, element 1 12). 

15. Claim 48 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bolosky 
et al. (7,043,637) in view of Schneier (Applied Cryptography) and further in view of 
Marvit (6,625,734). 

The combination of Bolosky and Schneier discloses the system of claim 39, 
however it is silent on the capability of having the third node comprises a second 
network server archive. Marvit is relied on for the teaching of having the third node 
comprises a second network server archive (e.g. key repository, Marvit: Fig. 2, element 
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1 06). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to employ the use of having the third node comprises a second network server 
archive in the system of Bolosky and Schneier, as Marvit teaches so as to store and 
archive processed data. 

16. Claims 53-54 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bolosky et al. (7,043,637) in view of Marvit (6,625,734). 

b) As to claim 53, Bolosky discloses the system of claim 34, however it is 
silent on the capability of having a node for storing the encrypted first set of data. Marvit 
is relied on for the teaching of having a node for storing the encrypted first set of data 
(i.e. message repository for storing the encrypted message, Marvit: col. 18, lines 46-60). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to employ the use of having a node for storing the encrypted first set of data in the 
system of Bolosky, as Marvit teaches so as to provide a means for storing and archiving 
processed data. 

c) As to claim 54, the combination of Bolosky and Marvit discloses the 
system of claim 53, wherein said node is a network archive server (e.g. message 
repository, Marvit: Fig. 9, element 906). 

Conclusion 

17. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
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§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

1 8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Minh Dieu Nguyen whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3873. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Emmanuel Moise can be reached on 571-272-3865. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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